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D. Executive Order 13084

Under E.O. 13084, EPA may not issue
a regulation that is not required by
statute, that significantly affects or
uniquely affects the communities of
Indian tribal governments, and that
imposes substantial direct compliance
costs on those communities, unless the
Federal government provides the funds
necessary to pay the direct compliance
costs incurred by the tribal
governments. If EPA complies by
consulting, E.O. 13084 requires EPA to
provide to the Office of Management
and Budget, in a separately identified
section of the preamble to the rule, a
description of the extent of EPA’s prior
consultation with representatives of
affected tribal governments, a summary
of the nature of their concerns, and a
statement supporting the need to issue
the regulation. In addition, E.O. 13084
requires EPA to develop an effective
process permitting elected and other
representatives of Indian tribal
governments ‘‘to provide meaningful
and timely input in the development of
regulatory policies on matters that
significantly or uniquely affect their
communities.’’ Today’s rule does not
significantly or uniquely affect the
communities of Indian tribal
governments. This action does not
involve or impose any requirements that
affect Indian Tribes. Accordingly, the
requirements of section 3(b) of E.O.
13084 do not apply to this rule.

E. Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA)
generally requires an agency to conduct
a regulatory flexibility analysis of any
rule subject to notice and comment
rulemaking requirements unless the
agency certifies that the rule will not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities.
Small entities include small businesses,
small not-for-profit enterprises, and
small governmental jurisdictions. This
proposed rule will not have a significant
impact on a substantial number of small
entities because SIP approvals under
section 110 and subchapter I, part D of
the Clean Air Act do not create any new
requirements but simply approve
requirements that the State is already
imposing. Therefore, because the
Federal SIP approval does not create
any new requirements, I certify that this
action will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. Moreover, due
to the nature of the Federal-State
relationship under the Clean Air Act,
preparation of a flexibility analysis
would constitute Federal inquiry into
the economic reasonableness of state

action. The Clean Air Act forbids EPA
to base its actions concerning SIPs on
such grounds. Union Electric Co. v. U.S.
EPA, 427 U.S. 246, 255–66 (1976); 42
U.S.C. 7410(a)(2).

F. Unfunded Mandates

Under section 202 of the Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act of 1995
(‘‘Unfunded Mandates Act’’), signed
into law on March 22, 1995, EPA must
prepare a budgetary impact statement to
accompany any proposed or final rule
that includes a Federal mandate that
may result in estimated annual costs to
State, local, or tribal governments in the
aggregate; or to private sector, of $100
million or more. Under section 205,
EPA must select the most cost-effective
and least burdensome alternative that
achieves the objectives of the rule and
is consistent with statutory
requirements. Section 203 requires EPA
to establish a plan for informing and
advising any small governments that
may be significantly or uniquely
impacted by the rule.

EPA has determined that the
proposed approval action does not
include a Federal mandate that may
result in estimated annual costs of $100
million or more to either State, local, or
tribal governments in the aggregate, or
to the private sector. This Federal
action, proposing to approve Delaware’s
I/M SIP, approves pre-existing
requirements under State or local law,
and imposes no new requirements.
Accordingly, no additional costs to
State, local, or tribal governments, or to
the private sector, result from this action
to propose approval of Delaware’s
enhanced I/M SIP.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Carbon monoxide,
Hydrocarbons, Intergovernmental
relations, Nitrogen dioxide, Ozone,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.

Dated: June 28, 1999.

Thomas C. Voltaggio,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region III.
[FR Doc. 99–17210 Filed 7–6–99; 8:45 am]
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Approval of Hospital/Medical/
Infectious Waste Incinerator State Plan
for Designated Facilities and
Pollutants: Illinois

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: We are proposing to approve
Illinois’ State Plan for Hospital/Medical/
Infectious Waste Incinerators (HMIWI),
submitted on May 28, 1999. The State
Plan adopts and implements our
Emissions Guidelines (EG) applicable to
existing HMIWIs. Our approval means
that we find the State Plan meets Clean
Air Act (Act) requirements. In the final
rules section of this Federal Register,
the EPA is approving the State’s request
as a direct final rule without prior
proposal because EPA views this action
as noncontroversial and anticipates no
adverse comments. A detailed rationale
for approving the State’s request is set
forth in the direct final rule. The direct
final rule will become effective without
further notice unless the Agency
receives relevant adverse written
comment on this action. Should the
Agency receive such comment, it will
publish a final rule informing the public
that the direct final rule will not take
effect and such public comment
received will be addressed in a
subsequent final rule based on this
proposed rule. If no adverse written
comments are received, the direct final
rule will take effect on the date stated
in that document and no further activity
will be taken on this proposed rule. EPA
does not plan to institute a second
comment period on this action. Any
parties interested in commenting on this
action should do so at this time.
DATES: Written comments on this
proposed rule must be received on or
before August 6, 1999.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be mailed to: J. Elmer Bortzer, Chief,
Regulation Development Section, Air
Programs Branch (AR–18J),
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 5, 77 West Jackson Boulevard,
Chicago, Illinois 60604.

Copies of the State submittal are
available for inspection at: Regulation
Development Section, Air Programs
Branch (AR–18J), Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 5, 77 West
Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois
60604.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark J. Palermo, Environmental
Protection Specialist, Regulation
Development Section, Air Programs
Branch (AR–18J), Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 5, 77 West
Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois
60604, (312) 886–6082.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

For additional information see the
direct final rule published in the final
rules section of this Federal Register.

Dated: June 23, 1999.
Jerri-Anne Garl,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 5.
[FR Doc. 99–17029 Filed 7–6–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P
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N-Acyl sarcosines and Sodium N-acyl
sarcosinates; Tolerance Exemption

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: EPA proposes to establish an
exemption from the requirement of a
tolerance for residues of N-acyl
sarcosines [N-oleoyl sarcosine (CAS
Reg. No. 110–25–8); N-stearoyl
sarcosine (CAS Reg. No. 142–48–3); N-
lauroyl sarcosine (CAS Reg. No. 97–78–
9); N-myristoyl sarcosine (CAS Reg. No.
52558–73–3); N-cocoyl sarcosine
mixture (CAS Reg. No. 68411–97–2);
and sodium N-acyl sarcosinates [N-
methyl-N-(1-oxo-9-octodecenyl) glycine
(CAS Reg. No. 3624–77–9); N-methyl-N-
(1-oxooctadecyl) glycine (CAS Reg. No.
5136–55–0); N-methyl-N-(1-oxododecyl)
glycine (CAS Reg. No. 137–16–6); N-
methyl-N-(1-oxotetradecyl glycine (CAS
Reg. No. 30364–51–3); and N-cocoyl
sarcosine sodium salt mixture (CAS Reg.
No. 61791–59–1)] when used as inert
ingredients (surfactants) in pesticide
formulations containing glyphosate.
EPA is proposing this regulation on its
own initiative.
DATES: Written comments should be
submitted to EPA on or before
September 7, 1999.
ADDRESSES: By mail, submit written
comments to: Public Information and
Records Integrity Branch, Information

Resources and Services Division
(7502C), Office of Pesticide Programs,
Environmental Protection Agency, 401
M St., SW., Washington, DC 20460. In
person, deliver comments to: Rm. 119,
Crystal Mall 2, 1921 Jefferson Davis
Hwy., Arlington, VA.

Comments and data may also be
submitted electronically to: opp-
docket@epa.gov. Follow the instructions
under Unit V. of this document. No
Confidential Business Information (CBI)
should be submitted through e-mail.

Information submitted as a comment
concerning this document may be
claimed confidential by marking any
part or all of that information as CBI.
Information so marked will not be
disclosed except in accordance with
procedures set forth in 40 CFR part 2.
A copy of the comment that does not
contain CBI must be submitted for
inclusion in the public record.
Information not marked confidential
will be included in the public docket by
EPA without prior notice. The public
docket is available for public inspection
in Rm. 119 at the Virginia address given
in this unit, from 8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, excluding legal
holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Amelia M. Acierto, Registration
Division (7505C), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M St., SW., Washington,
DC 20460. Office location, telephone
number, and e-mail address: Crystal
Mall 2, 1921 Jefferson Davis Hwy.,
Arlington, VA, (703) 308–8377,
acierto.amelia@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Prior to
the enactment of the Food Quality
Protection Act of 1996 (FQPA), EPA
proposed that exemptions from the
requirement of a tolerance be
established for residues of N-acyl
sarcosines [N-oleoyl sarcosine, N-
stearoyl sarcosine, N-lauroyl sarcosine,
N-myristoyl sarcosine, N-cocoyl
sarcosine mixture] and sodium N-acyl
sarcosinates [N-methyl-N-(1-oxo-9-
octodecenyl) glycine; N-methyl-N-(1-
oxooctadecyl) glycine; N-methyl-N-(1-
oxododecyl)glycine; N-methyl-N-(1-
oxotetracdecyl)glycine; and N-cocoyl
sodium salt mixture], in response to a
pesticide petition (PP 4E4417)
submitted by Hampshire Chemical
Company, 55 Hayden Avenue,
Lexington, MA 02173 pursuant to
section 408(e) of the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act (FFDCA), 21 U.S.C.
346a(e). EPA published the proposed
rule in the Federal Register of July 24,

1996 (61 FR 38423). There were no
comments received in response to the
proposed rule.

This document represents an EPA-
initiated proposal to establish tolerance
exemptions for the above noted
substances to include the Agency’s
determination of safety for the tolerance
exemptions in view of the FQPA
amendments to section 408 of FFDCA.
EPA is proposing this regulation on its
own initiative pursuant to section
408(e)(1)(B) of FFDCA.

I. Risk Assessment and Statutory
Authority

New section 408(c)(2)(A)(i) of FFDCA
allows EPA to establish an exemption
from the requirement of a tolerance (the
legal limit for a pesticide chemical
residue in or on a food commodity) only
if EPA determines that the tolerance is
‘‘safe.’’ Section 408(c)(2)(A)(ii) defines
‘‘safe’’ to mean that ‘‘there is a
reasonable certainty that no harm will
result from aggregate exposure to the
pesticide chemical residue, including
all anticipated dietary exposures and all
other exposures for which there is
reliable information.’’ These include
exposure through drinking water and in
residential settings, but does not include
occupational exposure. Section
408(b)(2)(B) requires EPA to give special
consideration to exposure of infants and
children to the pesticide chemical
residue in establishing an exemption
and to ‘‘ensure that there is a reasonable
certainty that no harm will result to
infants and children from aggregate
exposure to the pesticide chemical
residue.’’

II. Risk Assessment and Statutory
Findings

N-acyl sarcosines and sodium N-acyl
sarcosinates form a large class of
chemical compounds where the acyl
group is derived from fatty acids such
as lauric, oleic and stearic acid and/or
derived from the combined fatty acids of
coconut oil. N-acyl sarcosine and
sodium N-acyl sarcosinates are
metabolized by humans to sarcosine and
the corresponding fatty acids. Sarcosine
is ubiquitous in biological materials and
is present in such foods as egg yolks,
turkey, ham, vegetables, legumes, etc.

Sarcosine is reported to be formed
from dietary intake of choline and from
the metabolism of methionine and is
rapidly degraded to glycine, which, in
addition to its importance as a
constituent of protein, plays a
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